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The Right Reverend 


ATH ER in GOD, 
IO HN, 


By Divine Permiſſion, 


LORD 1 BISHOP. 
D XFPORD: 


And to the Reverend 


he CLERGY, 


Of the DEANERIES of 


itney.and Woodſtock: | 


his DIscouxsE, made Publick 
at theirRequeſt, is moſt hum bly 
3 by . | 
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Jenn !. 14. 


de Word Was made Floſs and | 
Jwel among us; (and we beheld 
bis Glory, the Glory as of the Only- 
begotten. of the Father, 4 ef | 
Grace and Truth 04 ene 


Have mate choice of theſe Words as very 
proper to introduce a Diſcourſe Concerning 
'' the Union of the two Natures in the One Perſon 
f Chriſt; and us, I conceiye, they are di- 
"realy rep to ſome lately-advanc'd 
Dpifiions celdril to the State of that Union: 
namely; The ſuppof d total Quieſcence of the Divine 
Nature in 1 during his Miniſtry ; the no- 
ance his Diſciplepure fund 4' to have lain under of 

hd a — ; and the no Intimation nor 
| 1 the whole Courſe of his 
[Hionrg ave of his being a Perſon inthe Divine Nature. 
Bat before I proceed to State and Vindicate 
he Church's Doctrine in this Myſterious Union; 
think ĩt not improper” to premiſe a Succinct Hi- 
N wot n 22 eee 

to into the Original, Progreſs, 

Oppoſition it met with, till — Manner of this 
Union became at laſt ha ppily ſettled in two very 
umerous General Councils held e 
5 Chriſtianit 010112 1122) 
/ Ir ſeems to have been the Misfortune of 25 
4 tho leaſt * the n of wo 


i 
* 
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2 Of the Union of the © 
an Union of two diſtin& Natures in one Perſon; '1 


> gave occaſion to all thoſe Wild and Era 
t Opinions which were very Early broach d in 


| — to the Perſon x Los Sort of 
ereticks who maintain — that he 


1 88 inrgthat | 


Error fapn W. ey — 

5 being a 90 May. Such ute, Birth 

of a Woman, and bis real Suffetivgs Ne 
Ty the 


; Nude, e oti Gon of de Sem 


Perſon's being both God and Max, were naturally 
induc d to ade, that this Extraordinary 

ſon was only @ Mat, On the other hand, "Ih 
who, with the Deceta, aſſerted that he was 

jr cont 50 wah that his Fleſh was but 


| raſtical and probably took up thi 


vor from . Enidenges they had o | 

Divinity ; the Miracles he wrought, ang che Nis | 
vine Name, Attributes, Works, aud Worſbip, which 
the Scriprures give him: And They tao. being 


Strangers to e e of we Nen 2 
Vnion, found themſrlves under a Neraſſity of de- 
nying the Truth of his Humanity, in order to Se f 


— — veel a 
18 to 3 
— that af his Humanity. „e 1 
— —œ , — — — 
tw o — K ——i 
been prevented. Fee 


I am now to defend. * 091% 3» . 

Pleas d with neither of theſe he | (bu 
he was God only, nor Man: ouly,):the Wit of Cerinr 
thus invented another Scheme; - equally) falſe in- 
deed with the Other ; ee yt 
1 Appearance 
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14 Of the Union of th \ 


with P which ſtate this Doctrine of the 
Union as-clearly, as fully, and as Orthodoxy, 
as if the — ee ee 
of Epbeſus and Chalcedon. But what theſe Writers 
have ſaid on the Subject is but little, and as it 
were by the by; and the Queſtion ſeems not to 
have been ha and diſcuſs d with accuracy or 
in earneſt, till the Hereſy of the younger Apolli- 
naris Biſhop of Laodicea gave the great Occaſion. 
That Perſon had a great reputationin the Church, 
and was much valu'd for his Learning, and other 
perſonal Accompliſhments, by the brighteſt and 
. moſt eminent Members of it. His Opinion ſeems 
to have been, that in the Incarnation, our Sa- 
viour” took not the Human Rational Soul; but 
that the Divine Nature perform'd the Offices of 
it: And thus deny d, in Conſequence, the truth 0 
of his being a perfect and entire Man. 
e enen Timers erde 
to this s Teners, Neſtorius, Biſhop 
of ple; fell into moſt d 228 1 PA 
about the Ferien of Chriſt. He d the Bleſ- 
e Title of Mother of God ; which yet 
had, without'ſc * 4 been cen given her before by 
ſome Writers This dee 
gave his Enemies the — to charge him = 
making two Perſons in Chriſt ;' and conſequen 
with reviving Cerinthys's Opinion. Whether, — 
were his real Sentiments, or only. charg d on him 
a Confequence, it does not, T Wenk, very clear- 
ly appear; And there are not wanting ſome Great 
Men. who .think thar he had very hard and wn 


S 


e ne, Hit. . e. 1. 5 705 „Ede ir 1675 
inſtances. in Origen and Euſcbius. 5 & Evagrii Hiſt: L. 1. 
$24 Ps 267. E nd mad. . 
r Wer e . K 845 jun 
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Two Natwres i in b by 


ratifiable Uſage. At laſt however he found him- 
7 oblig d to ſubmit + and, if 'we may believe 
the Hiſtorians, came to a very diſmal End. 
| Entyches, an Abbot of Conſtantinople, who had | 
ated with much vigour againſt Neftorius, in his 
der Years fell into no fe unſound Opinions ; 
eviving the Error before- mention d; and aſſert- 
| ng, either that the Humanity was abſorp'd/ and 
Woſlt in the Divinity; or, that a third Nature re- 
ulted from the Compoſition of ' theſe two. Be- 
ore the Union was made; he readily allow d of two 
Natures; but after it, only of One: And he had 
hir to ſay for himſelf, hn the Eldeft Writers of 
e Church, as renews, Ti ertulian, Origen, Novatian, 
nd Laftantius, had, in of this M 
ed the Terms, zee, mixtura, and other word: 
Wt the fame Signification. But whereas it had been 
Web Eutyches, that unleſs the Natures re- 
in d diſtintũ after the Union, it muſt follow that 


r to df 


ww 


» oat 1. © er 


— 

pe Divinity, was the Sulject of his Sufferings and 
s eath; Eutyches had no way to evade the force 
A 3 ap: ems rye but by by wiſely declining to give 

t on at what > vr time that Union com 
y 7 "ia . and thus it uncertain, whether he 

.1 iev'd the Union to have been made before the 
h aſſion, or after it. However, his Doctrine was 
7 ondemn'dina Council of Six Hundred and Thir- 
le Biſhops ; defining, that the Union was made 

m ichout Confuſion or Converſion in poſition 

- Enuyches, eee e re 
at n Contradiction to N Nun 

N- The Deciſions of t vrear Cb, . 


9 A 


ere not univerſally nick, d, 91 fo neither-did he 
but” a ſtop to Men's Curioſities in this 2127 
eng. They, who with the: Church main- 
mY that the Nlabures remain diſtinkt notwith- ' 

hi ſtanding | 


. 


— 
. 
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Tu Nima in Cin. » 
Ba eben. I am os State and Vinditare the Do» 
Ktrine of oun Church the Uni- 
oh of: the! two Natufes in the Wen 
l Chriſt. „ 1 Wo JU 2 7 5\3 
Wbat out Church ak an. 
+ this Union is briefly ſumm d up in theſe Words 
ver Second Arvicts. -T% Son, "che Word -of rhe 
Wt ber, the Hen and Eternal Bed of one Subſtatce 
th the Father, took Man's Nature in the Mam 
e of her Subſtance ;) S rb rw whole 
# Natures,ithat is, the Godhead dud - 
EE — 
; is one very very ; 
which Words is aſſerttd the moſt cu ſe and is 
| e eee Foyer roa diſtinct Natures, with+ 
alteration produc d in rt. Men the 
Goil became Man, he did not ceaſe to be 
hat bor he was; :but:afſuming/theiperet Nas 
Man, ſubſilted thencefurwand in the Hu 


a + + +: 


GOA ST FO rea OT FROT TR OST 0 


an, , who before fu 

FX and: acted. agrecably. to chbir own. Cha- 
er. De Manhood was tGwallow'd up of 
12 o-the Manhbodl Thi» Subſtances remain di+ 

3 5 not eraſed and the proper Qimlities pro- 

ed boah ach of them, which would at 

| to them had there bean Df 
8 he aſſum d Manhood did net ſubject 
We Godheatl to the Infirmities of tlie Heſli; nor 
e Godhead exalt Ihe Humanity indo rhe-Divine 
— Fe Human and "Divine Naturen | 
and but one Perfox' only; but are not tobe 
ought trans ferm d into but one Marure only. 


2 
— 2 * _  - Wn 


he Indwetting uf the Godhead alter d nothing 
# Klan Jeſus _— after the Comuni 


( 


n ction 


lential in the 
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oy che Communication F the Properties; and, if well 
ende to, will enable us to aceount for all the 
ning Difficulties, which may ariſe from the 
Scripture-Expreſlions Telating oi cu e er 
Fe onal Actions A3 86005 ä 
Jo ſhew that the Doctrine thus ſlated ghar 
Able to the holy Scripture, it were ſufficient for 
e only to produce thoſe Paſſages whence it 
de inferr'd that — . — join'd' with th 
thence his Manhood. muſt neceſſarily be col- 
ted: But ſince this would engage me in way 
| Feld I chooſe rather to confine. my {elf to 
onſideration. of ſuch Texts as not onl 'provy 
Werthe two Natures remain diſtinct, but alſo 
at they, conſtitute but one Penn. 
| D 1 Preſume, the Words of * Text 
Wideniebly do: the Diſtinction of the Natures is 
n din 'the Terms Word and B and tbe L. 
jon of them in the Word 50. For, did Chriſt 
poſit, of two Perſons, with what Truth can it 
ſaid that the Word became Fleſh, hen it was 
wer united to che Fleſh? And on the other 
and; if the Human Nature were abſorp d or 
4 Wpnverted into the Divine, with what propriety: 
= Language can the Evangeliſt afſirm that the 
4 became Fleſh; when upon that Suppoſition 
eu became the Word? The Natures 4 
4 Wen mu remain diſtin in the one Perſon; be- 
uaſe:in b no other Senſe can ir de ey d, thar 
e Word was made. Fleſb. 1 
—.— * Incarnation + be Son of Gol wa was: 
| that Prophecy of Jaiab, that Cod: = 


Hop my "NG ual Rer. 4 Other al hae, 
on theſe Words ; bur how unreaſonably, ſee Pea 
hppa th inthe Nore p. 167, 162} Lind. 1676. * p 

"110 
450 


| pins Wark ne. ais 


ages. 


E 
* . «4 


= 8 


142 | bh 


— 


2 


| , . 2 

10 .Ofthe Unzon'ef the: 
with us, But in what Senſe-can this be true, if 
there were not a Perſona] Union of the two Na- 
turesd Ton if we Natures were Diviubd, It can 
no more be ſuidethat God was wirh us upon Chriſt's 
Incarnation, than he had been at end before 5 
And, if the Human Nature were abſorp'd, God 
cannot be aſſirmd to be with ws," {that i in us | 
Nature,) bar we. with GU , e e e 17 1 | 
An the e to: the Corimians, it is af. 
fm d of Chriſt, in Comradiflitiion to the firſt 
Meas Adum who was fromthe Earth, that: he - 
an Maw'is/ the Lord from Haden. On which i 
Words do other Interpretation dan be put than 
this: That the ſame Perſbn, who," by ra king our 
Fleſh in the Womb of a Virgin, deeume dg truly 
a Man ds au, Was, was alſo us truly the rd 
from Heaven in a Nature ie he Was inyeſted 
with before he became whe ſecond Aen., The 
Nature by which"he was Lid from muſt 
have boen pfior to that Which lie t60Kk the Vir- 11 

Subſtanos: And he muſt have taken the en- 
tire Human Natuſe in the Virgin's Womb; or he 
66uld never be Al's the Second Man in the: ſane 
Propriety às Ha is Rid the D. ont 17 
Tue Teſtitnony whieh- jon Ba . 1 


n 


Chriſt was in theſe b 
fait; affen mb cmi] a Man 1 * 'S 
me, fer he Was before me. TR rv Nam Ti this 
imony y was given was the one Chriſt ; that one 
Perſon j is affirm d to be a Man und to a wer 
Which * only be E che 

bo 2 and yer Fn be gs 
re im, Which can o explai Wa 

0 aeg i in dee 

te obvious: The urig im his Fer- 


fon was antecedent ta the | CL: ar 


1\ iv. 


Two Natures in Obrist. 11 
account he was before him; the Humaidty in his 
perſon was later than the Prophet, and thence bs 
was a Man that came after him. 
| Wiat id chas ian from ella" Tenia already i 
Juc'd, will yet more evidently appear ſofrom fuch 
Paſſages of holy Scripture where ſome Actions ate 
ttributed to one and the ſame Perſon, which could 
ot proceed but from tuo diſtinti Natures. Thus 
8 Paul averry, that * God purchas d a Church by bis | 
Blood; that the Fews crucify d the Lord of Glory; 
| ind St. Jahn, that God laid down his Life for ms E 
Wheſe Expreſſions have any Truth, it muſt follow; 
hat one and the-ſame Perſon was God that purs 
has d the Church, and alſo truly Man, becauſe 
as purchas d by Blood: that the ſame Perſon 
rucify d, was, (becauſecrucify'd;) truly Man, and 
et as truly God, becauſe the Lord f Glory: that 
; de that down his Life for us was in all re- 
| Gad, and in the fame verity Man, or he 
f jowld not lay down his Life. Were the Natures » 
irided, it could not be true that God: d 
Church with-his own Blood, that the Lord of 
lory was crucify'd,” or that God daid doum his 
> ; for then, all this muſt have been perform 
| one who was a iſnndt Perſem from God: A 
the other hand, had the Human Nature been 
e DN have been 
a for that Divine Nature to have ſhed it 
load to have un Crueifixion, or to have 
Waid down its Life Perſon therefore was 
ne, wann is-flohis aſfirm d of one and 
the ſame Perſon; and the Natures are two, fi 
he Actions are ſuch as cannot be affirms: 
m, without a Union ee ee 
8 et a Diſti nction form each orHEHr. * | 
Ar 26 28, 1 Cor, 2+8. 1 Joby 3. 16. 
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11 "Of the ning the: \ 
The Texts I have hitherto produc d are ſuch; 
— Inferences are plain, whoſe Interpretations 
are not foro d, and whoſe Readings not diſputed. 
I decline arguing from others of no leſs ſtrength, 
(aach ar chte, 6 God war manifeſted' in the Fleſb ; 
Whoſe are the Fathers, and of whom as concerning the 
Fleſb Chriſt came, — J tee 1 
and, ho being in the Form'of 'God, thought it m} 
robbery to be equal with God, but made himſelf of no 
reputation, aud took him the form of à Servant, 
| and 1was made in the likeneſs of Mun) not that I 
think them leſs. defenſible , or leſs to our pur- 
2 becauſe the Readings of the two 
have been queſtion'd; and ha Words 6 | 
the latter been very differently expounded: It 
were no difficult matter to juſtiſy both che Com- 
mon af the one, and the uſual Interpre- 
tation of the other: But as that would carry mei 
further than the Time will give leave, it were 
8 to produce "of fach as Texts when 
| e have 1 as anke 7 
- tionable. 11. 2 | 1% T4 f! e! 4.) . 
1 The Union ithis. made WIT never afterward 
1 2 diſſal wd: In the courſe: of his Life, the Divine 
Mm Heature wroughthe the Humanſufter'd 1 4 
tut HunianSor and Body were eds, yet his 
' Human and Divine Natures {till continu . | 
that Femple of his 8 
himſelf beben, r three days rais 242 up. 
The Body fell, "the it uman Soul was tech 
but the Codhead reſtar d tlie Fabrick, being ſtil 
joyn di tc it; other wiſe it could not be true what 
4 he averr-d;; that -himelf) would raiſe it up; and 
= | 3 down bir Life " and has 


Tuo Nuturet in'Chrif. 13 


„. wer to rake it again. No Diſ- union afterward 
sued, becauſe he aſcended into the Heavens with _ 
Le fame real Body, and he Pall ſo come again in 

be manner as he was ſeen to go into Heaven. | | 


The Doctrine of our Church is thus not only 

zrranted and ſupported by Scripture; but even CIR 
infallible Reaſons drawn from the Conſidera- 

pn of the Natures themſelves ; neither the Di- 

admitting of being transform'd into the Hu- 

an, nor the Human of being converted into the 

vine. A Nature which is of itſelf Uncreated, 


% material, Immutable, Impaſſible, cannot poſſi- 
o become Created; Material, Mutable, and Paſ- 
ble. On the other hand, tis repugnant to a 


ture Finite and Temporary, to become an In- 
ite and Eternal one, All theſe Abſurdities lye 
rainſt that Opinion, that the Natures were con- 
ed into each other: Not to take notice of an- 
her no leſs a 


e that if the Humanity were 
allowed up of the Divine Nature, (it not be- 

- deny'd by the Eutychians, that the Son is of | 
8 1ame;Individual Efſence with the Father and 64 
dye Holy-Ghoſt,) it muſt follow, that the whole 

c nity was Incarnate, ſuffer d Death on the Croſs, 
fTbree Days in the Grave, and that the Worl 


for that ſeaſon deſtitute of a God; nay, and 


of 
is t be ſo at this time, no Power leſs than the Di- 
e being ſufficient' to raiſe it to Life. - 

„ Theſe are Abſardities which are the inevitable 


dnſequences of the Corverfion or Confuſion of the 
Warures; againſt thoſe who make that confus d 
ion to precede the Paſſion. But if, in order to 
xdo theſe Difficylries, they fix the Commence- 
at of the Union after the Paſſion ;' then, the 
Ne Objections will 1ye again them which preſs 
a AC 1. 9. Dr N 244 ant 4 


0 thaſe 
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1 * 1 


ttsfacti 


thoſe Wo 
leſs than the; the. 
. deremig the Value of hi 


{LIT wore divided, and He warf 
n 


For, 
| ſaffer'd as an Expiation for Sin were only il 
. a mere. x) to whom. the Divine Nature wail y 
not at chat zime united; tis apparent, that the Mi- 
raculous Birth of Chriſt from a Virgin was en- 
— reed one: a re 

an was rming wWhat- 
Cady hs id; or Suffer d for us. The Value alfa} 
of that Satidſaction which he made for Sin is, up- 
on this Suppoſition, leſſen d and depreciated: For. 
it was its malt intimate Union with the Divinity 
that render d the Humanity of Chriſt ſb dear and 4 

alpable in ahy Sghe of dis Father, above: that 
af any other Perſon, as to be a full, arena 
ſuſſicient Sacrifice, Oblation, ene een fy | 
the Sins of the whole Word. D Gu Þ.u4 
10 Tsenb desen neoelary upon ten een 
as well as the great ones alfeady mention de that 
the Perſon undertaking the Retohciliation of Got 
a9+-Mag, fhonld te, at that Period of Time, botb f | 
dane nr hy Ear ono yen 

requiſſte; ne, that 

* Death, as an Atonement for the Sin; 
the Other, that the Power; of Death ſhould be 
r and the Merit of chat Atonement. be ap- 
Theſe wwe things being neceſſary, it fol- 
— that this great Watk cold not be done, 
but by Que Who ſhould be both God and Man in fl; 
* One Perfon;: ian, that he might ſufſer Death, 
which God could; not God, that he might ſubdus 
Death, which. 4 Mas. could not: Man, that be 
dale He — make Atofiement for: . | 


Sos NS 


had * 


C 


e 


© -— ; 
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Tua Natures in Chriff. 17 
that by his Power he might apply that Atone- 
: 2 that Human Tra ranſgreſſtons might 
ſtrict Juſtice d, be aveng d and pu 
_ very Nature in which they were commit= 
; God that a Satisfa&tion might be made by 
* Innocence, which no mere Man was ea- 
4 ble of The Price of the Atonement 
auir'd a Divine Perſon 3' and the Jade to be | 
Wcrvd in making it, an Human. 
| PP r 5 
N at the time of his Paſſion, was Ws, 
th and Man in one Perſon > and which' are 9 
any full and cogent againſt 4oth theſe Sorts of 
Wen cho maintain, either that there never was 
y Union of the Natures ar all; or,” that the 


il ion was made ey the Paſſion. - That we may 
JF eſelves'oblig 1 4 — 1 
atures — but one Perſon x! ar nb — 7 


* 9 ' * 
9 Bae may be e 
1 —— no lefs i of . 
A t the Natures remain d diſt; notwi | 
1 ebe, Union in the one erſon./ | eee 
Manner of this M s Union hath al- 
dees rretced of with Caution: And the Pru- | 
e of Men hath, induo'd ehem to reſt ſutisfy d 
ich the Truth of the Thing, their 
ity in the expteſs Method of ir. - A parti- 
Explication bow'tws, perfe& Natures are 
Fool and. yet remain diſhng, in one Perſon, is. 
nat no in hit would be bold to to at- 
Dt E * 
c of- 


ſibility 


16 "Ofithe Union of the 
E bilin of ſueh an Union, ſome fainr reſemblance; 
it have. been found in things of Created and 
| Natures. "That ancient? Father who a(- 
ſerted a cloſe / Union, yet not Such us in a-mix- 
ture of two different Metals, whence a third re- 
 falts, explain di it as fully as a Negative Illuſtra- 
tion oquld be brought to do. him Juſtia 
Martyr had Fenn 'd:the conſecrated Elements i 
the Euchariſt > by the two Natures in one Chriſt: 
An Explication Which, (only jnverteds) was after. 
wards much us d by the Catholick : Fathers it 
their Diſputes. with the Apallinari ant and Eat 
chi am : Phey explaining. the, Union by the Eu- 
chariſt, as Juſtin had explain d the Euchariſt by 
the Unjon. But what has met with a mots ge- 
nexal reoeptipn, and ſeems to come nearer to the 
thing 1 5 oY is Ates illuſtrate, is, the 
Union of the Soul 9 and Body to oompoſe à Mar 
Theſearerwodiina Subſtances; of very different 
Natures and Qualities, Which yet compoſe; buff 
one Perſon, retaining {till their own proper Qua- 
lities, acting by their own diſtinct Faculties, with 
out being 8 & into each, other, or ſwallow (ic 
yp of each ther. This Illuſtration ſeems to cone 
neaxeſt che Truth; and al ere full 3 
comprehend this myſterious Union of the Soul 
and Body in ourſelves;| yet this at 
ſtrates, that ſuch an Union of two Neuber se wel 
averr. in the; Perſon of Chrilt, is in no Wiſe Ir 


Pollible,,or. a Contradigion, |; | | ALA 
- a TertuBion advicPtax, 29). b faſfin 2. iApol.\p.yl 


| Sar om * ed Ceſajum.,. Theodoret, 2. Dial. 0% i 


k. atur hr aim 
= je dues wile Chil, Sgt 
| I Toons, i he be the Author of 
G 0 Athanaſian the anonymous Author 
the Lint 4 lurk 20, in Juſtin Martyr 
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Tivo Natures in Cbriſt. 15 
ei Hitherto I _ vindicated the Catholick Do- 
Frine concerning the Perſonal Union of the two 
atures in : It remains that 1 proceed | 


Secondy, Toi examine ſome lately-advanc'dOpi- 
nions, which relate to the State of 
nll er Union, during the Miniſtry & 
' The learned Author of the Diſcourſe on theEver- 
ſed Trinity in Unity, (ſome of whoſe Aſſertions, 
s far as they relate 3 N a e 1 = 
dw to take notice of,) has very ſtrongly | 
ainſt his Adverſary, that the Word or Divine 
lature of Jeſus Chriſt is the Supream Self-exiſting 
that this Word became Perſonally 
ited to the Man Jeſus, conſiſting of an Human 
and an Human Soul. But in order to evade 
b for ce of ſome Texts of Holy Scripture, which. 
 Adverſkries are wont to urge againſt his be- 
Ve the Supream God, (ſuch as, — not knowing 
de Day of t, and his ſaying My Father 
greater than I,) he has recourſe to a Quieſcence 
of the Divine Nature-in him during his Mini- 
———— 
nicare 18 uences to the 
M- This is indeed an eaſy Method of anſweri 
accounting for — Texts; and what 
idily have been allow d, had it not been carry d 
far. We mu acknowledge that the Divine 
fature was ar ſome times Quieſcent- in him not- 
ithſtanding the Union: And this partial Quieſ- 
nce, which, as I ſaid, is undeniable, Nn liek 
ell have ſerv' d this Author $ — Daun | 


Dt. a Dif cap. 9. 614. Ibid. 9 Þ 14s; wr 
C "Cuſt 


da 


7 


_ fufficitnt to fay, that when gur Saviour declar' 

bis Ignorance of the Day of Judgment, the Di 

vine Nature in him was for that Time Quieſcent, 

that it then ſuſpended its Influences, and forbore 

to communicate it ſelf; even in the ſame me 
| ner as it forboxe at the Time of his Paſſion. 


= 
| 


S 


4 
1 
= 


| 
1 þ 
. 


» Thbid: c. 9, p. 146, 147, + Ibid. 6. 6. p. go; c Ibid. c 

p. 945 93. th... Bid! 58 TREK? My * . 

. 2 ; 14t 
c ; 


1 


- 


_ 


þ 


1 That the Divine Aiyos was not fo totally Quieſ : 
nt in the Man Jeſus, as never to exert and ma- | 
cl it ſelf to the Knowledge of his Followers, f 


I preſume, apparent from the Words of 
2 0 aby igt en, Y dri is ui, x * 
he rid Aas ar. That by the Alec here is 
ceerſtood the Divine Nature of Chriſt, neither 
s Author nor any one elſe can deny; And this 
„(or to that muſt the Word dr neceflarily 
er,) is here aſſirm d to have exerted it ſelf in 
h a Manner as that the Diſciples did behold it. 
he Original Words, in which the Evangeliſt has 
oſen to expreſs himſelf, very remarkably fa- 
rr this Conſtruction of the Divinity manifeſt» 
ir {elf in Jeſus during his Miniſtry. His con- 
„ang with us is ſtil'd dis; a Word derived 
wm, and here of the ſame ſigniſication with, the 
pre Schechinah. The Glory he maniteſted 
ere ſtif d Ag; a Word, by which the Glory of = 
= Divine Preſence is more peculiarly in 
b Sacred Writings. And of himſelf and the 
er Diſciples he affirms, ide acνE,i, we were Sper 
eors, were Eye-witneſſes of the Aa, the Di- 
* 4 je Preſence of the ay, While it did exvriy 
ch its Tabernacle, manifeſt it ſelf as by the 
ine Schechinah,) here among Men. 
can think of but one Objection that can be 
ee to this Argument: And that is, that this 
peil being written long after our Saviour's 
eaſion into Heaven; and this learned Author 
eſuming that in the intermediate ſpace between 
Reſurrection and Aſcenſion he either might 
his Diſcourſes reveal to his Diſciples his Divine 
ure, and the Excellency of his Perſon; or that 
Vid. Hemwond's Note in loc. b Hammuid Ibid. and 
raph. on John 2, 1. e Dr, Bennet bid. c. 9. p. 150. 1 
| CU they | 


4 
. 


* 


20 \ Of the Union of the 

hey might come to the Knowledge of it by th 
— * Effuſion of the Holy Ghoſt. on the 
Day of Pentecoſt; that Knowledge which St. Jo} 
affirms in the Text the Diſciples had of the A7 
in him, may eaſily be underſtood to be one d 
theſe Diſcoveries he was pleas d to make to then 
after his Reſurrection: And if fo; St. Johns Decla ii 
ration in the Text does no way invalidate 
Probability of this Author's Opinion, which li 
mits their ſuppos d Ignorance to the time of ou 
Saviour s Death. | . n 
But in anſwer to this, let it be conſider d, that 
neither the Text nor Context give the leaſt handle 
for ſuch an Expoſition ; it is ſimply affirm'd that 
the Diſciples were Eye-witneſſes of the Glory d 
the Abet in him; it is not ſaid uben this thei 
commenc'd ;| and therefore, to limit 
it to any one Period of Time, is to take a Liber 
for which the Text gives no Foundation. 
Beſide this; what d from Holy Scripture 
is there for ſuch ſurprizing Diſcoveries as he x 
ſumes our Saviour made to his Diſciples after hl 
Reſurrection, 2 his Divine Nature, and 
the Excellency of his Perſon? Where is it ſo much 

as hinted in all their Writings, that before hi 
Reſurrection they believ d him no more than 48: 
mere Man, and after it were told by Himſelf that 
be was God? And what is there in the whole 
account of the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt on the 
Day af Pentecoſt that ſhould make us believe, that 
the proper Divinity of the Son of God was one 
_ of theſe new Diſcoveries which were then made 
to them ? 1; | * | 
Laſtly, And to have done with this Obje&ion i 
From another Paſſage of this Goſpel of St. Join 
em c. L N Ii. 
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Tuo Natures in Cbriſt. 21 
e ma £35 eee conclude , that the Diſ- 
iples bad ſerv'd this Divine Glory of the Abc 
2 Jeſus, not only before his Reſurrection, but 
ven at the beginning of his Miniſtry, when he 
rought his firſt Miracles. The Place I refer to 
che Eleventh Verſe of the Second Chapter; 
here after having related the Miracle of his con- 
rting Water into Wine at the Marriage in Cana, 
be Evangeliſt adds theſe words; This beginning of 
Wr acles did Feſus in Cana of Galilee, and manifeſted 
th his Glom, and his Diſciples believ'd on him. What 
in this place render d Glory, is the ſame Word 
e-, which we before obſerv d to ſignify in Holy 
rripture wo iy of the Preſence of the Divinity, 
ec: therefore theſe Iwo Paſſages of St. John ex- 
ond and give light to each other: In the for- 
r he ſays, that the Abe, the Divine Perſon, 
Wecame Fleſh, dwelt among us, and that the Diſ- _ 
ples beheld. his IEA or Divine Preſence; that is, 
came perſwaded of his having a Divine Nature; 
nad if it be enquir d, (which is the preſent Con- 
| dverſy between us,) at what time they became 
riwaded and were appriz d of his being a Di- 
e Perſon, the place alledg d from the ſecond 
apter will clearly diſcover; for there tis ſaid, 
by this beginning of Miracles igeriyon (a word 
Whoſe, anſwers to the former Ihe, 
Ear avr3, he manifeſted his Divine Glo ; and, 
Ws a Conſequence of that, tis added, chat lis Dice 
ples beliey d on him. Thus, theſe two Texts 
pmpar'd and expounded by each other make it, 
think, beyond Contradiction evident, that his 
diſciples. knew of his having a Divine Nature, 
much being imply d in the dd Au 


5 
F 
} 


v that it manifeſted it ſelf to them by the 


the im- 
port 


Iracles that he wrought, (fo much being 
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. in ths while ſpace 
fible that he was more than a mere Man con- 


Falſe, nn bur "i 


Aſſertor. Since, if allow'd to be true, it robs ar 


- Gnding them the Holy Ghoſt after his on D 


* 
* 
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Of the Uniow of the: © 
port of iparipan # Au du vr bn F onurler,) and, that 

of him from the 
Pio 


| 9 
The rgument I entry is," 
ficient at ones to prove both that the Di 532. 2 


nl Nur the Dieter were | 


of his Miniſtry 


duced and aſſiſted by the Spirit of God: Let u 

now tum our ſelves to oonſi the Learned Ay 
thor's other Propoſition ; namely, 'thut the 2 
Curſe of ut Saviour wonderful Afiotr affirds 
Proof, nor even the ſmalleſt Intimation, 92 
any Divine Nature at all. A 


il 
of the moſt dangerous 
Cauſe of which this Writer h 2 t »alot 


debe üs of ce of the bel Algumentits ber ber "4 
to prove the proper Divihity of the Son of God 4 
eee 54 


conſider d as d in his own Nate, a pn 
ceeding from hi own inherent Power. 4 
The Action 1 chooſe to inflance in us 4 tired 


te to this Propoſition, mall be the 
2. he was pleas d Rk b Dil lf 


parture; as we find it related in the fourteent! 
fifreenth,/and fixteenth Chapters of Se. 
ſpel; He tells them * 
the Omfbrter; that this is the HolyGheſt 
and that the Conf ould receive of his, an 

8 DSI. 
an Action as no mere an, however | 
| end 26. ; 74. 26, o 


Two Natures in Chriſt. 23 
74 oma of Gad, can be ſuppos 'd to 
h | the Holy Gholl is what 
e eee 
much as he that ſends is greater than him that 
ſent: And what mere Prophet could with truth 
that the Holy Gholt receives of him or glo- 
e him? What were res han f n for 
* y mere Man, (even.the Man Jeſus himlelf,) 
4 r 
* 
U 


f 
6 
0 


tp wn a Right of being 
prify'd by the ever Spirit > When our 

viour therefore declar'd that he would ſend the 
dmforter, . nd rm ee vir ws 
bim, he muſt neceſſarily to 
ea this — wiproon yt gt Boy creo; 
U Wee of which he was 'd; becauſe, upon no 


er grounds could he be capacitated either to 
" tho or to fulfil that Promiſe. I 
"Put the learned Author now before us, ſpeak- 
ed, another Occaſion of this promis d Miſ- 


1 


he Holy Ghoſt, contends that all this Pro- 
is but * a ; that Chriſt's be- 
repreſented as rehing this r from 


— pays} er its, is, 
LI ener A 
cap rizing indeed; but yet w 18 
e te ro amount ton0 more than hs 
bates pole» bneper ets 

raordinary Gifts and. Graces wi n 


confers on Men. 

not take upon me to determine the 

of this MS + ted, that 

ne and a Chain of Me- 
eee 


nors, in which 
wore is to be. uhderifaod. than his Spiritual 
Dr. Bennet * wy 293. > bk -41 

| ea 2 Gifts 


boy p 


the Miracles which he 


0 the Union he * 


2 Vet I think that even rhir does 17 no 
means take from the force of the Argument which 
I have urg d from it: Becauſe it would have been 
as high a Preſumption in our Saviour, had he 
then acted only in his Human Nature, to have 
intimated, this the Gifts of the holy Spirit' ſhould 
| from Him, as it would be to claim a 
of ſending the Perſon" of the holy Spirit. 
It ont no leſs an arrogant Blaſphemy for a mere 
Man, though under the Conduct of the Spirit of 
God, to ſay, that the Graces conferr d by the 
irit ſhould be deriv d through l than 
it would be for the ſame Man to have ſaid, that 
the Perſon of the Hol — ſhould receive of — 
and glorify him. e that the Gi 
|. of the holy Spirit ſhould be deriv'd through him 
and the-Graces be conferr d by him, are as plain 
Intimations of his Divine Nature, as if he had 
—_— the ſame things of the Perſon of the hol 
But 1 ood not have confin'd my ſelf to this 
ſingle Inſtance: Not only this, but alſo every 
other Action he wrought, © exceeding the Raced 
Rules of Nature, was a Demonſtration of his be- 
ing a Fetſon in the Divine Eſſence. For, though | 
readily confeſs with this learned Writer, that 
ht were ch as any 
mere Man aſſiſted by the Power of God might 
have wrought; nay that even ſome of the very 
ſame Kinds had been wrought by the Prophets 
before him, and — after him: Let the 
NMlanner in which they were wrought puts à great 
Ditference and Diſtinction between 1 os 
hat our Saviour perform d by a Power necel 


ſary to himſelf, and-.01 inberent jn his 
4 0 Bennet Ibid. C. 8. P. 191. Lib Mi + e 1 | 
228 | I 5 | | 


ö 8 
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Divine Nature, they perform rm d by a Power vica- 
rious, a Power deriy d and delegated from him; 
He a&ed by a Force, of which himſelf was the 
Fountain ; they by a Force deny d from him as 
the Fountain, 

This Diſtinction tberween an Original Power 
in Him, and a Delegated one in his Pieps it 
win be neceſſary for me to give ſome Proof of : 
Becauſe „though I think no indifferent Perſon 
will deny it, yet ſince this learned Author ima- 
gines, by our Saviour in the 18 Courſe of 

his Actions Was conducted by the holy Spiri 
excluſivel of 5 12 Divine Nature, Which þ he 
Juppo poſes tor that entirely 2 the 
cribing his miraculous Actions to, his own ori- 
ginal and inherent Power, is entirely to ſubvert 
bis whole Scheme; nothing being more evident, 
than that his Divinity was not . Quieſcent, 
if his Miracles were wrought by his own ori ing! 
and inherent Power, It is no Wonder therefore 
to hear him ſay, as he does, that: the Scriprures do 
ot 7 4 our making this Di ſtinction during his Hu- 
5 liation for if he had acknowledg d the trutlt 
of that Dif: ven up g 45 
9 7 — os I Prefs that this ren 
Warxant OY Your holy Scripture; and that yg ; 
cee eyme d that our TO $rou h 
5 28575 not only under the” 0 


y { (phi cate i deny' 

| 1 e Sade bp 1815 

0 in erent C nd this, 

it ap pear from. n 1s ' own Words ug. 45 10 74 


89905 15 his work ung a Miracle on the th. 
Way ;, ' Father, fays He, * b wor ker bebe, 1 I 
FRA here he ei er joyr ; himſelf with the Fa 


"81d Fit c p.103- n * bat 
| 2 "ther 


36 CER an be 


ther, as the concurrent Author and joint Principle 
hence his A&jons flou/ d; or, which is much the 
Fe thing, claims the ſame Power. to a& what 
and when he pleas'd as his Father might juſtly 
claim to. And that ſtupendous Miracle 55 
Allg hirofelf from the Dead he akways claim: 
ag 40 bs of his own proper Power; Deftroy this 
ons; and itt "ny ays I wil raiſe it up: And 
gain, No Man taketh my Life om me, 1 F< Power 
"Tay ty Ft, and I have Power to take again 
115 Latigua different from that which hit 
Diſcip 252 us 43 e Jeſus Cbrif 
Near, plainly intimatitg from what Source 
- derived: their Power, whereas our Saviour 
cribes his Works to his Pole er. So far there 
975 is it from bein true, that the whole Courſe 
dur "Saviour"s che Jul Aclions affords no Proof, 
en the ſmalleſt. Intimation of his having ay Divis 
ature at all, that, foraſmuch as he claim d the 
1 85 them to 'hitnſelf, and aſſetted their pro- 
ng from his-own Power and Energy, in n 
"hy ry fingle Miracle he wrought was a Dei 
e Proof of his Godhead F ; In 
Operatipg is him. 
1 Ove TY uble 19, with but obe whe 
er to this Author” $ Notion of the As bee 


ne: wieſcent , 48 never to exert. it felge. 
in "uh WE of our Sevicus's Ace 
ne nd that 1 is, that wh he lays a value on the Au 


c Irene, as having, us d the very Tem 
2 cent, and ſeems to 98 mend Wl Oi 
as hei in his own words almo as old as Crit. 
nary it Jelf; "It, ing not by proper. to. hg | 
into the Sentiments of pure Antiquity upon hi 

3 Aud briefly to — har Of 


r. Bennet Ibid. . CAP. g Ps 125, * 


Two Natures in Chreft. 27 
t was of in relation to the Divine Nature's acting 
n Chriſt or not. And this I think neceſſary in 
order to ſhew that this Notion can receive no 
zuntenance from, though pretended to be agree- 
ible to, the Authority of the Primitive Church; 
Authority which is even yet by ſome Men, tho 
zappily too few, confeſs d to be venerable and 


elgnty. g ' 1 a 
15 begin with his own Jreneus;:; That ver) 
paſſage, which this learned Author has produc'd 
rom Ireneus, is alone ſufficient to ſhew that that 
ather did not maintain a total Quieſcence of 
he Divine Nature. Father's. words are 
that the Abyes was Quieſcent. in him at the ti 
of his Temptation, Crucifixion, and Death; and this 
ſuppoſe no Man will deny: But that it again 
ſſiſted the Manhood in Overcoming that Tempta- 
jon, ] in patiently Suffering [ that Crucifixion, ] in 
vis meek Behaviour, in his Reſurrection, and in 
is 1 Thus, the that this Paſſage 
rought to amount to is but a partial 
Quieſcence of the Divinity; and conſequently, 
0 ſtreſs can be laid on it as favoyrable to this 
Luthor's Opinion. „ 
But Henæus in other Places ſpeaks his Opinion 
nore clearly: The Place before - cited ſhews that 
ze thought the Ayes Quieſcent only for ſome In- 
ervals; and from other Paſſages it demonſtrabl 
ppears, that he thought it Jomets 2 
ſhall produce only one, and that is where in his 
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* N „ ee 
if "Of the Union of the” © 
fifth Book * he argues for Chriſt's proper Divinity 
from his taking upon him to forgive Sins. The 
Argument he urges proceeds thus; None but God 
can forgive Sins ;, Chriſt did forgive Sins; there- 
fore Chriſt is God. Tertullian and Novatian® have. 
both follow d him in the ſame” Argument: And 
certainly, that Author, who argues for our Sa- 
viour's Divinicy from any thing which he did in 
the ſpace of his Miniſtry, could never be of this 
learned Author's Opinion, that his Divinity was 
for that ſpace entirely Quieſcent, or that during 
that time he gave no Proofs of his having any Di- 
vine Nature at all. For, to jnfer that he was 
God from any of his Actions here upon Earth, 
as treneus and the other-nam'd Authors do, is evi- 
dently to ſuppoſe that his Godhead ſomerimes acted 
in him; 1 that too in ſuch a manner as to give 
the cleareſt Proofs of its acting in him. 
Tertullian fully declares his Opinion in theſe 
words of his Book againſt Praxeas relating to the 
Perſonal Union. Salva eft© utriuſque proprietas Sub- 
anti; ut & Spiritus (a Word which the Latin Fa- 
thers © very commonly uſe to ſignify Chriſt's Di- 
vine Nature.) res ſuas egerit in ill, id eft, Virtuter, 
& Opera, & Signa; & caro paſſiones ſuas funtt᷑a fit 
Anc ain; Quia Subſtantie amb in ſtatu ſuo que: 


2 Ireneus Lib. 5, c. 19% p 426. Grabe. Peccata igitur remit- 
tens, hominem quidem curavit; ſemetipſum autem mani- 
feſtè oſtendit quis eſſet; fi en im nemo poteſt remirtere pec- 
cata niſi ſolus Deus, remittebat autem hzc Dominus, & cu- 
rabar homines, manifeſtum eſt quoniam ipſe erat Verbum 
Dei filius hominis faftus ; 2 Patre poreſtarem remiſſionis 
peccarorum *accipiens, quoniam Homo & quoniam Deus; 
ut quomodo Homo compaſſus eſt nobis, tanquam Deus 
mĩſereatur noſtri; b Je/raliar adv. Marci, I. 4. c. 10. Neve 
rion de Trin. 6:13; © c Terculliaw-ady Pram c. 2½ P- 660 
Faris 1634. d Vid. Bull's Def. Fid. Nic. p. 137. Oxon, 1685. 
1 f 
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Two Natures in Chriſt. 29 
diſtintis agebant, ideo illis & opera & exitus ſui 
e wii ed 
Hippolytus * in tion to t who aflert 
Fey an of the Nalules affirms, that the Di- 
inction ſtill continued. The Godhead performing - 
ch Divine Actions, as by Nature his Humanity was © 
pt capable of performing; and his Human Nature 
fering what his Divinity could not. N 
But I need not enlarge on the Teſtimony of 
ngle Authors: Every one who has in the leaſt 
onvers d with theſe Writers knows, that there is 
5 one Argument more inſiſted on by the Fathers 
$ a Proof of our Saviour's proper Divinity than 
hat taken from the Miracles which he wrought 
uring the Space of his Miniſtry : They appeal to 
is ſtupendous Actions, as ſo many inconteſtable 
vidences of the Divine Nature in him. So bOri- 

n, 7. ertullian, Novatian, Arnobius, Laftantius ; and 
deed almolt all the Ancients who have upon any 
caſion aſſerted his Divinity. This I urge as an 
vincible Proof both that they thought his Di- 
ine Nature not univerſally Quieſcent in him, nor 
hat his wonderful Actions gave ho Intimation 
his having any Divine Nature at all: For, as 
'as before obſerv'd; to urge any Action of his 
iniſtry as a Proof of his being God, is plainly 
N ſuppoſe that his Godhead acted in him, and in 
A Hippolyrus apud 2 Colle ſtanea, Edit. inter Opera 
irmondi, Pariſ. 1696. Tom. 3. p. 590. A. B. Senn ad wy 
Te Ie'#au'rs , oxprls tn zy g + ozprde 
e damn IN ne & In vv e Helm mg 
Wes mal 409 — N - 
Origen cone. Celſ. I. 7. p. Cant. 1658. Tertullian 
dv. Mereihn, 1. 5. — 3 & de Carne Guide. "94 
362. Paris 1634. Novatian de Trin. c. 1 t. Armobius]; 1. 
6. 27. 31. 1.2. p. 49. Leyd. 1654. Lactantius I. 4. C. 13. p. 
6 1 5- c. 3. p. 427. Edit. Oh² . 1664. A h 
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ſuch manner too as undeniably; to manifeſt and 
ſhew forth it ſelf. | ene 
ſufficient te 


What has been ſaid is, I. 
evince that this learned Author's Aſſertion that 
the Divine Nature was fo totally Quieſcem in oar Si 
viour during his Miniſtry, that noue of his Actions ar 
0 Proof of his having any Divine Nature at all, is no 
agreeable either to Ser or Antiquity. Andi 
the advancing of thisPropoſition is ſo apparently 
doing Service to the Arian and Socinian Cauſes 
(though not ſo intended by the learned Author, 
that I preſume I ſhalt not need to make any Apo e. 
ys 7 — it. The Mi 
did, from his on inherent Power, have in all 
Ages of the Church, till the preſent and the laſi 
been thought ſufficient Arguments of the e 
of his Divinity; and I can ſee no reaſon why W e 
Mould now give up ſo recerv d a 'Topick, for ne 
other End, than to pave the Way for the Recep 
tion of a Novel Hypotheſis, not true in it fell 
and injurious to our Faith. This Author indeed 
complains * that the Doctrine of the Trinity has be 
render d infinitely perplex'd and intricate, whilſt fu 
ceeding Writers have leen afraid to part with any 
. that has been urg 4 in Favour of Orthod, 
by their Predeceſfors in Controverſy. Let thoſe who 
this Reflection concerns anſwer it. But becaui 
cs N 
verſy, which perhaps upon a ſtrict Examination 
will not be found concluſive, muſt we therefor 
tamely give up what is yet fairly defenſible. > mul 
we contract our Strength? muſt we leſſen « 
Proofs ? 'muſt we ſurrender what may ere 0 
t Gu 


maintain d? or muſt we like an impru 
4 Dr. Bennet Ibid. Ee 5. P. 21. 8 
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on the th of the 
00 al che Fortreſs? he learned Au or, whom 
* hitherto 


oppos d, has urg d for the Divi- 
of the Son no more than Three Texts of Holy 
ripture,; and for that of the Holy Ghoſt no 
re than TwWo. Thich fo are no duke: in his | 
nn; MEE th e 5 
Duc not be ſo in the of another Per- ; 

„(che Controverſy on the Foot of 
em only,) it is apparent that the Truth muſt 
fer, by having its Strengeh drawn into a nar- 
er compaſs than it juſtiy ought. Since the 
octrine the” Trinity' has been ſo boldly at- 
tis ora no Prudence i in its ar to 
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